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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to the amendment filed on Ociober 15, 2007. No 
claims have been amended. No claims have been canceled. Therefore, claims 1-25 
are presented for further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4 and 6-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schmuelling et al., United States Patent Number 6,603,758 (hereinafter 
Schmuelling) in view of Bahlmann, United States Patent Number 6,195,689 (hereinafter 
Bahlmann). 

4. With respect to claims 1,13, and 19, Schmuelling teaches a method for 
configuring a first network device in a communication network [see abstract], 
comprising: 

■ selecting one or more subsets of a plurality of standardized network 

equipment configuration parameters by setting a variable to a certain value 
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corresponding to the subset [i.e. send ISP list step 212 through step 220 of 
fig 2]; 

■ saving the vaiues corresponding to the selected subsets to a database entry 
on a server with the user interface [i.e. change db entry, step 222 of fig. 2]; 

■ loading the configuration parameters from the server to the first network 
device [i.e. loading configuration parameters step 518 of fig. 5]; and 

■ setting software switches within the first network device based on the 
selected ISP [figs. 2 and 5]. 

However, Schmuelling does not explicitly show saving and loading the 
configuration file from the server to the first network device and setting software 
switches within the first network device based on the configuration file. 

In a provisioning method, Bahlmann suggests saving and loading the 
configuration file [i.e. configuration file 202] from the server to the first network device 
and setting software switches within the first network device based on the configuration 
file [col.1, II.45 through col. 2, II. 26; col.4, II. 5 through coL6, II.65]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Schmuelling in view of Bahlmann by saving 
and loading the configuration file from the server to the first network device and setting 
software switches within the first network device based on the configuration file because 
this feature is provided to adapt to any unique characteristics of the hosting computer 
[Bahlmann, col.1 , II. 66 through col. 2, 11.1]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to allow the 
users access from anywhere on the networks [Bahlmann, col.1, II. 65-66]. 

5. With respect to claims 2 and 14, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the subset 
or subsets are selected with a user interface [fig. 2]. 

6. With respect to claim 3, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the user interface is 
a computing device [fig. 1 ]. 

7. With respect to claims 4 and 15, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the 
computing device is a personal computer [i.e. PC 127]. 

8. With respect to claims 6 and 16, Schmuelling does not explicitly show wherein 
the server is a trivial file transfer protocol server. 

In a provisioning method, Bahlmann suggests wherein the server is a trivial file 
transfer protocol server [i.e. TFTP server 220]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Schmuelling in view of Bahlmann by 
implementing a trivial file transfer protocol server because this feature is provided to 
adapt to any unique characteristics of the hosting computer [Bahlmann, col.1, II. 66 
through col. 2, 11.1]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention would have been motivated in order to allow the users access from 
anywhere on the networks [Bahlmann, col.1, II. 65-66]. 

9. With respect to claims 7 and 21 , Schmuelling further teaches wherein the first 
network device is an embedded MTA [i.e. external cable modem 128]. 

10. With respect to claims 8, 17, and 20, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the 
communication features facilitate communication between the first network device and a 
second network device [fig.1]. 

1 1 . With respect to claims 9 and 22, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the second 
network device is a cable modem termination system [i.e. CMTS 134]. 

12. With respect to claims 10 and 23, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the 
second network device is a PacketCable provisioning server [i.e. CMI 136]. 

1 3. With respect to claims 1 1 and 25, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the 
second network device is a media gateway [col. 3, II. 44-65]. 

14. With respect to claims 12 and 24, Schmuelling further teaches wherein the 
second network device is a PacketCable call management server [col. 3, II. 66 through 
col.4, II.52], 
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15. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schmueliing in view of Bahimann. 

16. With respect to claim 5, Schmueliing in view of Bahlman does not explicitly show 
that the computing device is a personal digital assistant. However, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify 
Schmueliing in view of Bahlman by implementing the computing device as a personal 
digital assistant because this feature increases flexibility for users. 

Response to Arguments 

17. Applicant's arguments filed October 15, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive because of the following: Schmueliing teaches a method for 
configuring a first network device in a communication network [see abstract], 
comprising: selecting one or more subsets of a plurality of standardized network 
equipment configuration parameters by setting a variable to a certain value 
corresponding to the subset [i.e. send ISP list step 212 through step 220 of fig. 2]; saving 
the values corresponding to the selected subsets to a database entry on a server with 
the user interface [i.e. change db entry, step 222 of fig. 2]; loading the configuration 
parameters from the server to the first network device [i.e. loading configuration 
parameters step 518 of fig. 5]; and setting software switches within the first network 
device based on the selected ISP [figs. 2 and 5]. However, Schmueliing does not 
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explicitly show saving and loading the configuration file from the server to the first 
network device and setting software switches within the first network device based on 
the configuration file, in a provisioning method, Bahimann suggests saving and loading 
the configuration file [i.e. configuration file 202] from the server to the first network 
device and setting software switches within the first network device based on the 
configuration file [col.1, II.45 through col. 2, II.26; col.4, II. 5 through col.6, II. 65]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Schmuelling in view of Bahimann by saving and loading 
the configuration file from the server to the first network device and setting software 
switches within the first network device based on the configuration file because this 
feature is provided to adapt to any unique characteristics of the hosting computer 
[Bahimann, col.1, II. 66 through col. 2, 11.1]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to allow the 
users access from anywhere on the networks [Bahimann, col.1 , II. 65-66]. 

1 8. In response to applicant's argument that "an equipment configuration parameter 
refers to software switches comprising type length variable", the examiner respectfully 
disagrees. The Applicant's argument does not commensurate with the scope of the 
claim. Claims 1,13, and 19 directly or indirectly recite selecting one or more subsets of 
a plurality of standardized network equipment configuration parameter. However, 
claims 1 and 13 do not recite the limitation of "an equipment configuration parameter 
refers to software switches comprising type length variable " (emphasis added). 
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19. In response to applicant's argument that neither references discloses the method 
:i wherein the communication feature facilitate communication between the first network 
device and a second device, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Schmuelling 
discloses the communication features facilitate communication between the first 
network device and a second network device [= facilitate communication between ISP 
and client, fig. 2 step 214]. 

20. In response to applicant's argument that Bahlman cannot be used with providing 
the list of ISPs, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The applicant obviously attacks 
references individually without taking into consideration based on the teaching of 
combinations of references as show in the above. One cannot show nonobviousness 
by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of 
references. See In re Keller, 642F. 2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & 
Co., 800 F. 2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). The examiner admits that 
Schmuelling does not explicitly show wherein the server is a trivial file transfer protocol 
server. In a provisioning method, Bahlmann suggests wherein the server is a trivial file 
transfer protocol server [i.e. TFTP server 220]. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify 
Schmuelling in view of Bahlmann by implementing a trivial file transfer protocol server 
because this feature is provided to adapt to any unique characteristics of the hosting 
computer [Bahlmann, col.1 , II. 66 through col.2, 11.1]. It is for this reason that one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to 
allow the users access from anywhere on the networks [Bahlmann, col.1, II. 65-66]. 

21 . In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1 986). In this case, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Schmuelling in view of Bahlmann by saving 
and loading the configuration file from the server to the first network device and setting 
software switches within the first network device based on the configuration file because 
this feature is provided to adapt to any unique characteristics of the hosting computer 
[Bahlmann, col.1 , II.66 through col. 2, 11.1]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to allow the 
users access from anywhere on the networks [Bahlmann, col.1, II. 65-66]. 

Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nghi V. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4067. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday (6:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nghi Tran 
Patent Examiner 

Art Unit 2151 /I 
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